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candidates who would be more detri-
mental to the fair and impartial adju-
dication of media issues and the pro-
tection of free speech on public air-
waves.

But the problems with her nomina-
tion don’t even end there. Ms. Sohn has
raised serious ethics questions recently
with her political donations to several
Democrat Senators at the same time
that her nomination was before the
U.S. Senate.

One of those donations was actually
given to a member of the Commerce
Committee, which, of course, is the
committee considering her nomina-
tion.

Ms. Sohn may not have intended to
influence Senators considering her
nomination, but, at the very least, her
decision to donate to these Senators
while her nomination is before Con-
gress gives the appearance of impro-
priety and raises serious questions
about her judgment.

But her ethical
there.

She was less than forthcoming with
the Commerce Committee about her
time on the board of a company that
was found to be operating in violation
of copyright laws.

And questions remain about how she
got the substantial settlement against
her company drastically reduced.

Ms. Sohn has volunteered to recuse
herself, if she is confirmed, on a vari-
ety of issues related to broadcasting
and copyright violations because of her
involvement with this company and
the settlement.

But I am hard-pressed to understand
why we would choose a Commissioner
who would have to recuse herself from
participating in substantial parts of
the FCC’s work.

Unfortunately, there is a lot more I
could say about the problems with Ms.
Sohn’s nomination, but I will stop
here.

Suffice it to say that I cannot think
of a less appropriate candidate for this
position.

Instead of continuing to attempt to
place a virulent partisan like Ms. Sohn
at the FCC, the President should nomi-
nate a qualified candidate who will do
his or her job in a fair and impartial
manner.

And as I said at the beginning, if the
President truly wants to usher in an
era of bipartisanship in this period of
divided government, he could start by
rethinking some of the highly partisan
renominations he has made in this
Congress and consider nominating indi-
viduals who are able to gain at least
some bipartisan support.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WARNOCK). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

issues don’t end
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR RULE REPEAL

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to warn against our administra-
tion’s unrelenting campaign to weaken
our energy security, our national secu-
rity, and our economic security to ad-
vance, truly, their environmental and
social agenda.

The ESG rule that we are going to
vote on later today is just another ex-
ample of how our administration
prioritizes a liberal policy agenda over
protecting and growing—protecting
and growing the retirement accounts of
150 million Americans that will be in
jeopardy.

Our country is already facing eco-
nomic uncertainty, record inflation,
and increasing energy costs that keep
Americans up at night and put a
squeeze on their pocketbooks. And we
all see it, no matter where you are.
Whether it is Georgia or West Virginia,
we are feeling the same pain.

The Inflation Reduction Act was
written with the primary goal in
mind—which has not been at all pro-
moted from our administration. The
Inflation Reduction Act was intended
to be—and it still is—energy security
for our Nation.

If we as a nation are not energy se-
cure, if we have to depend on foreign
supply chains, if we are not able to
help our allies in need, we will not re-
main the superpower of the world, and
that is what I was concerned about as
we worked on the Inflation Reduction
Act.

We were going to use all the fossil
fuels that we have in America to main-
tain for the next 10 years energy inde-
pendence, energy security, and be able
to have the supply chain to help our al-
lies, which the EU—if you want to see
the devastating effect of what a war on
energy can be, look no further than
Ukraine, look no further than the EU,
where this happened over there.

So we have talked about this, and we
wrote a piece of legislation where we
could walk and chew gum at the same
time. We could basically invest and
produce more o0il, produce more natural
gas, basically build pipelines that carry
the products much safer than rails and
roads, which we are seeing so much of
the devastation happening by rails
right now, which should be alarming to
all of us—but basically to do it and do
it in a much safer way.

But when people deny—and any de-
nier of any kind, denying the reality of
what is needed today, is dangerous.
That is what is happening right now.

We have a significant investment in
States like mine already that allows us
to produce more energy here at home,
and that means onshoring our energy
supply chains, creating good-paying
jobs, helping our economy, and hope-
fully start working ourselves out of the
debt that we have accumulated.

The administration should be our
partners in this effort. I have always
said this. Government should be your
partner, not your provider but your
partner. It shouldn’t make all your de-
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cisions, but it should have guardrails
on to make good, sound decisions.

But when they try to basically infil-
trate, such as with the ESG, the envi-
ronmental-social guidance that this
bill intends to do, if you don’t weigh
that with the geopolitical risks that
are being taken around the world today
that we are involved in, being the su-
perpower of the world and the defender
of freedom and democracy anywhere
and everywhere in the world—if we
don’t acknowledge that and allow just
one evaluation, I will guarantee it
would make for very unsound decisions
that will be very harmful.

And again I say, look no further than
the EU. The UK has basically thrown
all their environmental concerns out
the window just to survive. They will
burn anything they can get their hands
on to keep from freezing, trying to
keep their economy going. That is the
geopolitical risk when things are
topsy-turvy or unraveled, and that is
what we are facing.

Instead of the administration basi-
cally continuing to take care of every
opportunity we have to be energy se-
cure, they are twisting the legislative
text and cherry-picking the pieces that
they want to advance.

And I have been very, very critical
because I have been watching very
carefully what is going on.

When you talk about electric vehi-
cles, well, the reason that the Inflation
Reduction Act said: Well, if we are
going to give $7,500 to advance people
buying electric vehicles, then we
should get something as a country out
of it—that means being totally, totally
self-sufficient. We should not have to
depend on Russia for 80 percent of the
supply of the batteries that run elec-
tric vehicles when we never, in the his-
tory of the United States of America,
relied on any foreign entity or supply
chains for us to basically take care of
our transportation needs, whether it be
automobiles, whether it be trains,
planes, whatever.

Now, all of a sudden, we want to
switch to electric vehicles, knowing
that we don’t supply the main ingredi-
ents of running an electric vehicle,
which is the battery. It makes no sense
at all.

So what we said is, basically, you
will get a credit of $3,750 if you secure
the critical minerals it takes to
produce that battery in North America
or countries that have a free-trade
agreement with America so we have a
dependable, reliable supply chain that
wouldn’t be choked off by a country
such as China, Russia, and whether it
be Iran, North Korea, those that don’t
have any—any—relationship to our
values whatsoever and do not wish us
well, as I would say.

But with that, the other 3,750—that
could equal $7,500 for a battery—would
be that if the battery is basically man-
ufactured in North America.

Now, what is wrong with bringing
these types of jobs in manufacturing?
If it is going to be our transportation
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mode, don’t you think we ought to
have a dependable supply chain? That
is all.

But, no, the Treasury Department
has made a decision without even put-
ting the rules and regulations out yet.
They just made it on the whims and
wishes of what they want to do, after
we passed the piece of legislation we
voted for. They basically said: OK.
Now, we are going to basically allow
people to continue to get the $7,500.
Well, how can you do that when you
have rules and regulations? But they
cherry-picked it. They said: OK. We are
going to basically say that if your in-
come is less than 150—150,000 or less—
or 300 total, then you can qualify for
$7,5600 if the car itself is within $55,000
or less for a car and if a truck is less
than 80,000.

Let me even give you how much more
egregious this is, even more than that.
They have picked, basically, certain
luxury vehicles called SUVs that are
not trucks, but they want to classify
them as trucks so they can qualify for
$7,500 up to 80,000.

That is the kind of crap that we are
putting up with right now that was not
intended. It was never intended in that
bill. It was not written in that bill, but
that is how it is being interpreted.

So this is the thing that gets me
upset because I know exactly what was
in the bill because we had an awful lot
of input in that bill to do the right
thing for our country. It was energy se-
curity, supply chains here in America
that we could count on. And it is just
crazy. It is against the law, everything
that we chose to do and everything we
voted for.

The climate goal—I am as concerned
as anybody about the climate. Every
American, everybody who loves the op-
portunities in life we have and the
quality of life should be concerned but
also be a realist.

We are not going to be able to be fos-
sil-free for quite some time, but we can
sure use our fossil industry in a much
cleaner way, and we have done that
with the TRA. We are able to basically
have carbon capture sequestration that
will take us to another whole venue
that we have never seen before. We
have methane capturing, which has
been harmful from the emission of nat-
ural gas. We are capturing all of that
now. We are doing everything, but that
is not good enough for some people on
the far left. Oh, they want to go even
further. Just shut it down. Stop it.

And I have said you cannot eliminate
your way to a cleaner environment;
you can innovate your way to it. And
that is where America is going. With
the IRA, we are bringing more invest-
ments from around the world than ever
before. It is a transformational deal if
the administration will just do the
rules and regulations and administer
the intent of the bill—energy security.
That is the only purpose that we have,
and we can do that and be able to ma-
ture the new technology that makes us
even much better with our plan. But
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you can’t eliminate something before
you have something that will replace it
that the American people depend on
every day.

And if they are worried about what is
happening, I can assure you, I am wor-
ried too. China is using more and dou-
bling down on fossil, and India is using
more and doubling down on fossil. So if
you think they are going to take our
lead because we put strangleholds on
our economy and our people and make
it difficult for us to survive in these
very challenging times, I am sorry,
that is not happening. This is not what
I see the rest of the world doing right
now.

We can lead them with the innova-
tion technology we are creating right
here in America, but leadership takes
leadership. We have to be a leader to
have leadership. In America, we have
the opportunity, and the Inflation Re-
duction Act gives us a chance to con-
tinue to be a leader and the hope of the
world.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

TEXAS INDEPENDENCE DAY

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, tomorrow
is Texas Independence Day. On that
day 187 years ago, the Texians declared
our independence from Mexico and
fired a shot for liberty.

In the fight for independence from
Mexico, many would go on to give their
lives for liberty at the Alamo, includ-
ing William Barret Travis, Jim Bowie,
and Davy Crockett. But shortly after-
wards, after losing battle after battle
after battle, the Texians won a decisive
victory at the Battle of San Jacinto
and formed the Republic of Texas. The
rest is history.

After 9 years as a republic, our own
nation, Texas officially became part of
the United States in February of 1846.

Sam Houston, the founding father of
the Lone Star State, was also born 230
years ago tomorrow. Tomorrow is Sam
Houston’s birthday.

Happy birthday.

Sam Houston was an extraordinary
American. He was born in Virginia,
spent many years in Tennessee, where
he served in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and then became Governor
of Tennessee. In Texas, he served as
commander in chief of the Texian
Army. He led the Texas Army to vic-
tory in the war for Texas independence.
When Texas became an independent na-
tion, Sam Houston served in the Texas
House of Representatives and then as
President of the Republic of Texas.
When Texas joined the United States,
he served in the U.S. Senate and finally
as Governor of Texas.

I have always been a bit jealous that
my colleague Senator CORNYN happens
to occupy the seat that once was held
by Sam Houston.

Sam Houston was a tireless, talented
leader and a great statesman who be-
lieved passionately in freedom. His
words, ‘‘Govern wisely and as little as
possible,” remain true today, and the
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Lone Star State still follows that prin-
ciple.

These great heroes, these great
Texians, risked everything for freedom
to make freedom a reality for genera-
tions of Texans. And tomorrow, we cel-
ebrate and honor their sacrifices.

Many years in the past, I have stood
on the floor of the Senate and read
Travis’s letter from the Alamo to
honor Texas Independence Day. This
year, my colleague Senator CORNYN
will read it since I read it last year.

COMMEMORATING THE BICENTENNIAL OF THE
TEXAS RANGERS

Mr. President, I also want to take
time today to thank another group of
Texans for the incredible sacrifices
they have made to the Lone Star State
over the span of 200 years—the Texas
Rangers. This year, 2023, marks 200
years since Stephen F. Austin formed
the Texas Rangers to protect people
who had settled in Texas—to protect
them from outlaws and hostile attacks.

Over the years, the duties of the
Texas Rangers expanded, and they
played a key role in keeping Texas
safe, from stopping an assassination at-
tempt on President Taft, to tracking
down the infamous outlaws Bonnie and
Clyde, to doing the hard, painstaking
work to arrest the cult leader Warren
Jeffs. The Rangers are critical to law
and order in Texas, where rural coun-
ties often don’t have the resources they
need to investigate crime. The Rangers
are always ready to step in and serve.

There is an old line in the State of
Texas: “‘One Riot, One Ranger.” That is
who the Texas Rangers are.

I have been to the Texas Rangers
Hall of Fame in Waco, TX, where the
Rangers have done a wonderful job of
preserving artifacts and telling the
story of the Rangers. Anyone stopping
through Waco should visit. The story
of the Rangers is the story of Texas
and, in many ways, the American West.
It is a story about seeking freedom,
and it is a story about courage.

That is why I am proud to introduce
a resolution honoring the bicentennial
of the Texas Rangers and in just a mo-
ment will propound a unanimous con-
sent request in this body.

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR JAMES THOMAS

Mr. President, I am also proud to
welcome here Major James Thomas to
the Capitol. Major Thomas has served
as a Ranger for 8 years, and he is the
first Ranger to have a doctorate.

Major Thomas, thank you for being
here today, and thank you for your
years of distinguished service to the
great State of Texas.

To all of the Rangers, as we celebrate
with you your 200th anniversary, con-
gratulations, and thank you for your
incredible service to Texas.

And to every Texan, all 30 million, I
wish you a very happy Texas Independ-
ence Day.
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